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Re: U.S. Utility Patent Application 

Appl. No. 09/183,267; Filed: October 30, 1998 

For: Computational Protein Probing to Identify Binding Sites 

Inventor: Guamieri, Frank 
OurRef: 1866.001001/JMC/MBT 



Transmitted herewith for appropriate action are the following documents: 

1. Fee Transmittal Form (PTO/SB/1 7); 

2. Petition for Extension of Time Under 37 C.F.R. § 1 . 1 36(a)(1); 



3. Response to Office Communication; 

4. Our check no. 35179 for $1, 440.00 to cover: 

$1,440.00 Extension fees under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136; and 

5. One (1) return postcard. 

It is respectfully requested that the attached postcard be stamped with the date of filing of 
these documents, and that it be returned to our courier. In the event that extensions of time are 
necessary to prevent abandonment of this patent application, then such extensions of time are hereby 
petitioned. 
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The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge any fee deficiency, or 
credit any overpayment, to our Deposit Account No. 19-0036. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.l.l.c. 



JohnCM. Covert 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 38,759 
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19-0036 



Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.l.l.c. 



□ charge Aiiy Additional Fee Required 
Under37CFR§§ 1.16 and l.n 



□ Applicant claims small entity status 
See 37 CFR1.27 
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460 Extension for reply within third month 
720 Extension for reply within fourth month 
980 Extension for reply within fifth month 
160 Notice Of Appeal 
1 60 Filing a brief in support of an appeal 
140 Request for oral hearing 
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In re application of: \ \ 

Guamieri, Frank V 

Appl.No. 09/183,267 ^^^^^^ 

Filed: October 30, 1998 

For: Computational Protein Probing to 
Identify Binding Sites 



Art Unit: 1631 



Examiner: Hartter, A. t^"^^ 



Atty. Docket: 1866.001 000 1/JMC/MBT 



RESPONSE TO OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

This reply responds to the communication mailed January 8, 2002 holding Applicant's 
response filed on September 5, 2001 as not being fully responsive to the prior Office Action 
because a petition and fee were not filed for the acceptance of the color drawings. Applicant 
respectfully asserts that the communication was sent in error, since the prior Office Action did 
not indicate that the application was allowed or that the Examiner was requiring formal drawings. 
In Line 1 , Paragraph one of form PTO-90C accompanying the prior Office Action, the Examiner 
states that " [cjolor photographs and color drawings are acceptable only for examination purposes 
unless a petition filed under 37 CF.R. 1.84(a)(2) or (b)(2) is granted permitting their use as 
formal drawings." (emphasis added) Thus, since the application is still under examination, 
Applicant asserts that the use of the color drawings for examination purposes only is proper and 
that both the color drawings and the black and white drawings submitted with the filed 
application are suitable for examination. 

Applicant also draws the attention of the Examiner to page 2 of the Office Action mailed 
March 5 , 200 1 (Paper No. 1 0) where the Examiner included the same paragraph as recited above 
and also included the sentence "In the event Applicant wishes to use the drawings currently on 
file as formal drawings, a petition must be filed for acceptance of the photographs or color 
drawings as formal drawings." Applicant therefore respectfully requests that submission of a 
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petition for acceptance of color drawings be deferred until the application has been allowed. This 
request was also made by Applicant in their response filed September 5, 2001 on page 2, 
paragraph 4, under the heading of "Drawings". 

Applicant respectfully maintains that the response filed September 5, 2001 was complete 
and request that the Examiner fully consider Applicant's response and issue an Office Action on 
the Merits. Moreover, since the prior response was fully responsive Applicant requests a refimd 
of the $1,440.00 fee for the Petition for Extension of Time that accompanies this reply. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.l.l.c. 



John |vj/ Covert 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 38,759 
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